
DA 03-1138 Fctleral Cninniunicatinns Conimission .,I ,, :.e :. ,i",.. , 
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Ucrore the 
lictlcral Conlmunications Commission 

Washington, J K  20554 

I n  tlic Mattel. of 1 
I 

Request foi- Review ofthe 1 

1 Jniversal Service Administrator by  1 
1 

Down ie\,il le. California 1 
) 

L~' i i ivei-sa1 Senice 1 
1 

1 K, iitir)iicil ' ,  , Ezcliange Chi-ricr Association, Inc. 

Decision of the 

Siei.ra-l'Iumas Ioint Unified Scliool District 1 File No. SLD-298287 

1,'edei-nl-State Joint Board on 1 CC Docket No. 96-45 

C'han:es to  the Board of Dircclors ofthe ) CC Docket No. 97-21 

ORDER 

,Adoplt!d: April 1 1 ,  ?.(In3 Rcleascd: April IS, 2003 

B!, h c  c l ~ c c ~ ~ m i i ~ ~ i i i i ~ i l l i u i i s  A c r e s  Policy Division; Wireline Competition Bureau: 

I .  Sitm.a-J'lun~as Joint llnified School District (Sierra-Plumas Joint), Downieville, 
C'alifoi.iiia, ieelcs rcview of ;.in August 26. 2002 decision by the Schools and Libraries Division 
(SLD) orthe I r n i \ ~ c ? ~ a l  Service Adniinistrative Company (Administrator).' On December 26, 
2002. Sierra-I'ILiinas Joint appealed the decision to SLD, but SLD denied the appeal because 
Sierra-Plutnas Joint filcd the appeal more than 60 days after the decision was rendered.2 We 
aIXriii SLD's decision. For a review of decisions by SLD issued on or after August 13: 2001, 
i ippeals 10  SL.D must be f i l e d  within 60 days of the issuance of the SLD decision d a k 3  Here, 
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Siei-~~a-I'Iunias J o i n t  liled its appeal to  S1.11 after the 60-day period, in contravention of our rules. 
Wc rllei-efoi-e tlciiy the Request for Revicw. 

?. '1.0 ihe exteni that Sierra-Plunias Joint additionally asks us to waive our rules i n  
4 h i s  iiisLailcc. we also intist deny its appeal. 

tlie I i c r  that the teclinolog!~ Cool-diiiiilor has many duties and the technology coordinator assumed 
11i:ir the I'orni 486 co\,cred 11112 scn  ices applied for.' Waiver is appropriate only if special 

\~~ai-raiit a dci'iation I'rom thc gellei-al rule, and such deviation would better serve 
[lie lpiiblic intei-cst tlian strict iidhel-cnce to tlie r ~ l e . ~  Given the thousands of applications SLD 
~ I O C C ' S S L ' S  ciicli y e a .  i t  is adininistratively necessary to place the burden of meeting deadlines on 
the iipplicank 
suhinitting thcir appeals in  a \iimely manner and complying with program rules and procedures. 

Sierra-Plumas Joint states that the delay was due to 

.As we IIDVC consistently held i n  Lht. past, applicants are responsible for 
H 

* ACCORDINGLY: 1 1  IS ORDERED: pursuant to authority delegated under J 

wct ions 0.91. 0.291. 1.3; and .54.722(a) of'the Commission's rules, 47 C.F.R. $ 4  0.91, 0.291, 1.3, 
and 54 722ta). thar [ l ie Request for Revie\\! filed by Sierra-Plumas Joint Unified School District, 
Uo\\nic\.illc. Califbrnia oil February 12, 2003. and the request to waive the 30-day time limit in 
\bliich lii file 211 appeal ARE 1)ENlED. 
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Mark  G .  Seifert 
LkpLity Chicf. Telecommunications h x e s s  PdicV Division 
Wii-eline Competition Bureau 
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